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ON 

 
18 March 2022 

 
 
TITLE:  The adoption of a revised process for assessment of possible additions to and 

removals from the local list of heritage assets 

 

RECOMMENDATION: It is recommended that the Lead Member for Planning and 
Sustainable Development: 

i) Agrees the adoption of a revised process for assessment of possible 

additions to/removals of items from the local list of heritage assets, as set 
out in section 3 of this report. 

 
 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:  

The city council’s local list for heritage assets was adopted by the city council in 
2013.   At that time a process for the consideration of possible additions/removal of 

items to the list was established, based upon the working arrangements within the 
council at the time. These working arrangements have now changed and therefore it 
is necessary to agree and formalise a new process for the consideration of assets to 

the list.    
 

The original approval process included an initial assessment of the proposal by the 
conservation officer followed by consideration by the Heritage Working Group, which 
was chaired by the Heritage Champion.  The new process would include 

assessment of the property against the eight selection criteria (established at the 
time of the adoption of the local list) by a planning officer.   Consultation would also 

be undertaken at the same time with the owner, neighbouring residents, ward 
councillors and any local heritage group.  A final recommendation would then be 
prepared for consideration by the Lead Member for Planning and Sustainable 

Development.   On occasion where it is desirable to make a decision more quickly 
than through the Lead Member briefing process, it is proposed that a decision would 

be made by the Strategic Director of Place in accordance with the city council’s 
scheme of delegation, in consultation with the Lead Member for Planning and 



Sustainable Development.  In all cases, the owner of the property, local residents 
and ward councillors that had been consulted in the process would be notified about 

the final decision.  
  

 

BACKGROUND DOCUMENTS:  

 

KEY DECISION:  No  

 
1.0 Introduction and Background Information  

 
 

1.1 The city council first established a local list for heritage assets over eight 
years ago.  It currently includes almost 300 local heritage assets and was 

originally adopted by the city council in May 2013 following extensive public 
consultation.  
 

1.2 Salford’s local heritage list includes not only buildings but also landscapes, 
infrastructure, public art and other objects within the built environment.  Each 

has been included on the list as they are considered to contribute to the 
character and historical legacy of the area and are therefore recognized as 
“local heritage assets”.     
 

1.3 A local heritage list identifies heritage assets within the district which have a 

degree of heritage significance meriting consideration in planning decisions, 
but which do not meet the criteria for statutory designated heritage assets – 
as such they are termed “non-designated” heritage assets.  The production of 

a local list of heritage assets is a discretionary non-statutory function of the 
Council. 
 

1.4 The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) at paragraph 203 states that 
‘the effect of an application on the significance of a non-designated heritage 

asset should be taken into account in determining the application”.  It also 
states that “In weighing applications that directly or indirectly affect non-

designated heritage assets, a balanced judgement will be required having 
regard to the scale of any harm or loss and the significance of the heritage 
asset.”  Saved Unitary Development Plan Policy CH 8 also states that the 

impact of development on any local listing will be a material planning 
consideration.  As such, local listing provides an element of protection for 

“non-designated” heritage assets. 
 

1.5 Relevant policy and advice relating to the production and review of a local 

heritage list as well as its operation, is provided in the NPPF, the historic 
environment section of the National Planning Policy Guidance (PPG) and in 

Historic England’s Advice Note 7 (Second Edition).  It is to be noted that 
Historic England’s Advice Note in addition to acknowledging that there may be 



a number of ways to establish a local heritage list, also recognises that further 
additions to the local list may be required and therefore suggests that LPAs 

should ensure that officers have the delegated authority to add them to the list 
or to seek a decision through a defined process. 

 
2.0 Approved Local List Consideration Process 

 

2.1 At the time of adoption of the city council’s local list, eight criteria were 
established and agreed by the Heritage Working Group which were to be 

used in the assessment of all future additions to, or removals from, the local 
heritage asset list.  These criteria were: architectural interest; historical 
interest; age; aesthetic value; local interest; group value; landmark value; and 

social and community value. 
 

2.2 Following submission of a completed identification form for a proposed 
addition to the local list, the conservation officer would visit the site and 
appraise the proposal against the eight selection criteria.  If the proposal was 

considered to meet at least one of the selection criteria, it was presented to 
the quarterly meeting of the Heritage Working Group, chaired by the city 

council’s Heritage Champion.  It would then be put to a vote by members of 
the Heritage Working Group for inclusion on the local list. Any buildings and 
structures not considered to meet the criteria for local listing by the 

conservation officer would also be presented to the Heritage Working Group 
to verify the decision.  The owner of any building or structure subsequently 

added to the local list would then be informed in writing about the outcome.   
 

3.0 Proposed Updated Local List Consideration Process 

 
3.1 The current arrangements in the city council do not include a Heritage 

Champion or conservation officer, whilst the Heritage Working Group no 
longer meets. It is therefore considered necessary to agree and formalise a 
new process for the consideration of additions to the local list. 

 
3.2 It is proposed that the established eight selection criteria and the identification 

form are retained as existing as they remain relevant and are also clear and 
easy to use and understand.    

 

3.3 After the submission of a completed identification form, it is proposed that a 
planning officer carries out a site visit and undertakes research into the history 

of the potential local heritage asset to appraise it against each of the eight 
selection criteria.  At the same time, it is proposed that written notifications are 
sent to the owner of the potential asset and the affected neighbouring 

residents (adjoining, adjacent, opposite and to the rear of the proposal 
property as a minimum) as well as to the local ward councillors and any local 

heritage group, inviting comments about the proposal within 21 days.  
 

3.4 Following the expiration of the consultation period, analysis of responses, and 

having undertaken the necessary research and assessment against the eight 
selection criteria, it is proposed that the officer prepares a recommendation for 



consideration by the Lead Member for Planning and Sustainable 
Development through the formal approval process.   

 
3.5 There may be cases where it is desirable to make a decision on the addition 

or removal of items from the Local List more quickly than would be possible 
through the Lead Member Briefing process. An example may be where the 
asset is subject to a planning application, and the decision would have a 

material impact on the assessment of the application. In cases where a 
decision was considered necessary and reasonable in a shorter timescale, it 

is proposed that a decision can be made by the Director of Place in 
accordance with the city council’s Scheme of Delegation, in consultation with 
the Lead Member for Planning and Sustainable Development.  

 
3.6 Any residents or local ward members who submitted comments in response 

to the neighbour notification would be informed in writing of the final decision 
as well as the owner of the asset itself.  As appropriate, the local list would 
then be updated. 

 
3.7 For assets that are already included on the list but are no longer considered 

worthy of inclusion, a similar process would be followed whereby the asset 
would be reassessed against the 8 selection criteria, a site visit would be 
undertaken by an officer and at the same time the owners and neighbours 

would be notified about the proposal to remove the asset from the local list.  
The officer would then make a recommendation which would be considered 

by Lead Member for Planning and Sustainable Development.  Similarly, 
anyone who had submitted comments together with the owner of the property, 
would be informed in writing of the final decision. 

 
 
4.0 Recommendation 

 
4.1 It is recommended that the Lead Member for Planning and Sustainable 

Development: 
 

i) Agrees the adoption of a revised process for assessment of possible 
additions to/removals of items from the local list of heritage assets, as set 
out in section 3 of this report.  

 

 

KEY COUNCIL POLICIES:  

Unitary Development Plan saved policies  
 

 

EQUALITY IMPACT ASSESSMENT AND IMPLICATIONS: Equality screening has 

been undertaken and shared with the Equalities team and a full CIA is not required.  



The proposed arrangements are inclusive and would allow a wide range of assets to 
be included. 

 

 
ASSESSMENT OF RISK:  

 

SOURCE OF FUNDING: n/a 

 
LEGAL IMPLICATIONS: Comments from Justin Hobson: Legal issues have been 

considered within the body of the report.  A local list is a non-statutory discretionary 
function of the Council.  Any decision to add/remove a heritage asset from the local 
list would have the potential to be subject to judicial review on the normal grounds. 

 

 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS: Comments from Martin Anglesey: Work to be 
undertaken by current planning officers with negligible postage costs funded from 
existing budgets. 

 

PROCUREMENT IMPLICATIONS: N/A

 

HR IMPLICATIONS:  N/A

 

CLIMATE CHANGE IMPLICATIONS:  N\A  

OTHER DIRECTORATES CONSULTED: N/A

 

CONTACT OFFICER: Amelia Lucas 

 
TELEPHONE NUMBER: 0161 793 3287

 

WARD(S) TO WHICH REPORT RELATE(S): All 

 

 


